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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safey 
Administration 

[U.S. DOT Docket Number NHTSA–02–
13553] 

Reports, Forms, and Record Keeping 
Requirements

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation.
ACTION: Request for public comment on 
proposed collection of information. 

SUMMARY: Before a Federal agency can 
collect certain information from the 
public, it must receive approval from 
the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB). Under procedures established 
by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1995, before seeking OMB approval, 
Federal agencies must solicit public 
comment on proposed collections of 
information, including extensions and 
reinstatement of previously approved 
collections. 

This document describes one 
collection of information for which 
NHTSA intends to seek OMB approval.
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before December 16, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Comments must refer to the 
docket notice numbers cited at the 
beginning of this notice and be 
submitted to Docket Management, Room 
PL–401, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590. Please identify 
the proposed collection of information 
for which a comment is provided, by 
referencing its OMB clearance number. 
It is requested, but not required, that 2 
copies of the comment be provided. The 
Docket Section is open on weekdays 
from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Complete copies of each request for 
collection of information may be 
obtained at no charge from Ronald 
Filbert NHTSA 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
5238, NTI 200,Washington, DC 20590. 
Mr. Filbert’s telephone number is (202) 
366–2121. Please identify the relevant 
collection of information by referring to 
its OMB Control Number.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, 
before an agency submits a proposed 
collection of information to OMB for 
approval, it must first publish a 
document in the Federal Register 
providing a 60-day comment period and 
otherwise consult with members of the 
public and affected agencies concerning 
each proposed collection of information. 
The OMB has promulgated regulations 
describing what must be included in 

such a document. Under OMB’s 
regulation (at 5CFR 1320.8(d), an agency 
must ask for public comment on the 
following: 

(i) Whether the proposed collection of 
information is necessary for the proper 
performance of the functions of the 
agency, including whether the 
information will have practical utility; 

(ii) the accuracy of the agency’s 
estimate of the burden of the proposed 
collection of information, including the 
validity of the methodology and 
assumptions used; 

(iii) how to enhance the quality, 
utility, and clarity of the information to 
be collected; 

(iv) how to minimize the burden of 
the collection of information on those 
who are to respond, including the use 
of appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other technological 
collection techniques or other forms of 
information technology, e.g. permitting 
electronic submission of responses. 

In compliance with these 
requirements, NHTSA asks for public 
comments on the following proposed 
collections of information: 

Title: 23 CFR part 1313 Certificate 
Requirements for Section 410 State 
Grants for Drunk Driving Prevention 
Programs. 

OMB Control Number: 2127–0501. 
Affected Public: State Government. 
Form Number: NA. 
Abstract: The National Transportation 

Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA–
21), enacted in 1998, revised the law, 
altering the criteria to qualify for a grant. 
On November 18, 1988, President 
Reagan signed into law the Drunk 
Driving Prevention Act of 1988 (23 USC 
410) establishing a new anti-drunk 
driving incentive program. The purpose 
of the grant program is to promote 
highway traffic safety by encouraging 
the states to establish certain measures 
to prevent drinking and driving. It 
provides grant funds to states that adopt 
these measures. 

The program provides for a two-tier 
grant system as an incentive to states to 
implement effective laws and programs 
to reduce the drunk driving problem. 
The first tier provides basic grants for 
those states that comply with specific 
Programmatic or Performance criteria. 
The second tier provides supplemental 
grants for meeting additional traffic 
safety program criteria. 

To establish eligibility for the grants 
(basic and supplemental), a state must 
submit to NHTSA documentation 
demonstrating that it complies with 
each of the requirements of the rule. 
Much of the information required for 
the 410 application is already generated 
by the states as part of the development 

of their Section 402 Highway Safety 
Plan (HSP) or other ongoing impaired 
driving programs. To keep the reporting 
burden on the states to a minimum, 
states prepare and submit their Section 
410 plans, that indicate how they intend 
to use the grant funds, as part of their 
existing HSP. The required Highway 
Safety Program Cost Summary Form HS 
217, OMB Clearance Number 2127–
0003, is currently used by the states to 
comply with other highway safety grant 
programs. Consequently, the state is not 
required under the rule to prepare or fill 
out new forms or develop a separate 
process to receive grants under Section 
410. 

Estimated Annual Burden: 45 hours 
per respondent per year. 

Number of Respondents: all 50 States 
and the District of Columbia.

Issued on: October 9, 2002. 
Marlene Markison, 
Chief of Program Resources, Office of Injury 
Control Operations and Resources.
[FR Doc. 02–26274 Filed 10–15–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–59–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

Petition for Modification of a 
Previously Approved Antitheft Device; 
Saab

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA), 
Department of Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Grant of petition for 
modification of a previously approved 
antitheft device. 

SUMMARY: On May 8, 2002, Saab Cars, 
USA, Inc. (Saab) filed a petition with 
the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (NHTSA) asking for a 
third modification to an agency-
approved exemption from the vehicle 
theft prevention standard for its 9–3 
vehicle line which replaced its 900 
vehicle line in MY 1999. NHTSA is 
granting Saab’s petition for modification 
of its exemption from the parts-marking 
requirements of the vehicle theft 
prevention standard for its model year 
(MY) 2003 9–3 vehicle line because it 
has determined, based on substantial 
evidence, that the antitheft device 
described in Saab’s petition to be placed 
on the vehicle line as standard 
equipment is likely to be as effective in 
reducing and deterring motor vehicle 
theft as compliance with the parts-
marking requirements.
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DATES: The exemption granted by this 
notice is effective at the beginning of the 
2003 model year.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. 
Rosalind Proctor, Office of Planning and 
Consumer Standards, NHTSA, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20590. Ms. Proctor’s telephone number 
is (202) 366–0846. Her fax number is 
(202) 493–2290.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
26, 1993, NHTSA published in the 
Federal Register a notice granting a 
petition from Saab for an exemption 
from the parts marking requirements of 
the vehicle theft prevention standard for 
the Saab 900 car line beginning with 
MY 1994 (See 58 FR 39853). By letters 
dated September 8 and 12, 1994, Saab 
petitioned for the first modification to 
its device. The agency determined that 
the proposed changes made on Saab 
900’s antitheft device for MY 1995 were 
de minimis changes and did not require 
it to submit a petition to modify its 
exemption pursuant to 49 CFR Part 
543.9(c)(2). 

On June 20, 1997, Saab submitted a 
second petition for modification of its 
previously approved antitheft system for 
MY 1999. On October 24, 1997, NHTSA 
published in the Federal Register a 
notice granting in full Saab’s second 
petition for modification for the MY 
1999 9–3 vehicle line (See 62 FR 55453). 

Saab’s submission of May 8, 2002 is 
a complete petition, as required by 49 
CFR part 543.9(d), in that it meets the 
general requirements contained in 49 
CFR part 543.5 and the specific content 
requirements of 49 CFR part 543.6. 
Saab’s petition provides a detailed 
description of the identity, design and 
location of the components of the 
antitheft system in the vehicle 
beginning with the 2003 model year. On 
July 3, 2002, the agency contacted Saab 
by telephone and obtained additional 
information which clarified the nature 
of the changes to its antitheft system for 
its MY 2003 9–3 vehicle line. 

In its MY 2003 petition for 
modification, Saab stated that for MY 
2003 its immobilizer system has been 
improved. Specifically, the system 
incorporates several electronic control 
units (ECU’s) in the immobilizer chain 
for component theft protection. This 
improvement will prevent stolen 
components from working if they are 
mounted in other vehicles. Another 
improvement is the elimination of the 
conventional ignition key. A 
transponder unit with remote arm/
disarm features has replaced the 
traditional mechanical key, unlike the 
previous antitheft system in which the 
remote transmitter would not arm or 

disarm the starter immobilization 
feature of the system. This is a change 
from the previously approved system, in 
which the driver/operator will be able to 
arm the system, activate the central-
locking feature and monitor the 
protected areas of the vehicle from 
unauthorized tampering either by using 
the remote transmitter or locking the 
driver’s or passenger’s door with the 
correct ignition key. 

Saab also stated that for MY 2003, 
there is only one exterior accessible 
mechanical door lock on the 2003 Saab 
9–3. The exterior locking mechanism is 
capped with a plastic cover and is only 
meant to be used in emergency 
situations in which the vehicle or 
remote battery is dead. In these 
situations, the plastic cap can be 
removed and the vehicle can be locked/
unlocked with a mechanical key found 
within the transponder unit. However, 
using the emergency key will not arm/
disarm the alarm. 

In order to ensure reliability and 
durability of the device, Saab stated that 
its system is designed to work 
maintenance free throughout the life of 
the vehicle. Necessary precaution has 
been taken with regard to 
electromagnetic compatibility such that 
radiation from an external source will 
not render the system inoperative. Saab 
has used similar systems in the United 
States since 1997. 

The modified system is armed 
whenever the vehicle is locked using 
the transponder/ignition key unit. It is 
disarmed when unlocking using the 
same unit. In case of an emergency in 
which the vehicle must be unlocked 
using the emergency mechanical key, 
the alarm will be activated and will only 
deactivate when the transponder/
ignition key unit is placed in the 
ignition slot and turned to the on 
position. At this point, the system 
recognizes the security code within the 
transponder unit and deactivates the 
alarm. 

Saab states that in the Highway Loss 
Data Institute (HLDI) data published in 
September 2001, the 4-door 1998–2000 
Saab 900/9–3 had a theft index of 65 
(100 being the average result). 

Saab believes that the antitheft system 
for model years 2003 and later will 
provide essentially the same functions 
and features as found on its MY 1999–
2002 systems and therefore, its modified 
system will provide at least the same 
level of theft prevention as parts-
marking. Saab believes that the antitheft 
system proposed for installation on its 
MY 2003 9–3 line is likely to be as 
effective in reducing thefts as 
compliance with the parts-marking 
requirements of part 541. 

The agency has evaluated Saab’s MY 
2003 petition for modification of the 
exemption for the 9–3 vehicle line from 
the parts-marking requirements of 49 
CFR part 541, and has decided to grant 
it. It has determined that the system is 
likely to be as effective as parts-marking 
in preventing and deterring theft of 
these vehicles, and therefore qualifies 
for an exemption under 49 CFR part 
543. The agency believes that the 
modified device will continue to 
provide five types of performance listed 
in Section 543.6(b)(3): Promoting 
activation; preventing defeat or 
circumventing of the device by 
unauthorized persons; preventing 
operation of the vehicle by 
unauthorized entrants; attracting 
attention to the efforts of an 
unauthorized person; and ensuring the 
reliability and durability of the device. 

NHTSA suggests that if the 
manufacturer contemplates making any 
changes the effects of which might be 
characterized as de minimis, it should 
consult the agency before preparing and 
submitting a petition to modify.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 33106; delegation of 
authority at 49 CFR 1.50.

Issued on: October 8, 2002. 
Stephen R. Kratzke, 
Associate Administrator for Rulemaking.
[FR Doc. 02–26288 Filed 10–15–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–59–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Surface Transportation Board 

[STB Docket No. AB–55 (Sub–No. 623X)] 

CSX Transportation, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption—in Putnam 
County, IN 

CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSXT) has 
filed a notice of exemption under 49 
CFR 1152 Subpart F—Exempt 
Abandonments to abandon a 0.47-mile 
line of railroad between milepost OOQ–
189.18 (north side of Grant Street) and 
the end of track at milepost OOQ–
189.65, in Cloverdale, Putnam County, 
IN. The line traverses United States 
Postal Service Zip Code 46120. 

CSXT has certified that: (1) No local 
traffic has moved over the line for at 
least 2 years; (2) there is no overhead 
traffic on the line; (3) no formal 
complaint filed by a user of rail service 
on the line (or by a state or local 
government entity acting on behalf of 
such user) regarding cessation of service 
over the line either is pending with the 
Surface Transportation Board (Board) or 
with any U.S. District Court or has been 
decided in favor of complainant within 
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